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MINUTES OF THE UNIVERSITY SENATE 
October 3, 1996 
The meeting was called to order by R. Crisson at 4:05 p.m. in the Room 223 of the 
Student Union Building. 
Present: Okan Akcay, Steven Andelin, Alan Apple, Len Barish, Eric Beaven, 
Vera Brancato, Gary Brey, Carl Brunner, Siruta Cap, Dan Cates, Charles Clark, 
Roberta Crisson, Margaret Devlin, Percy Dougherty, Lisa Ladd-Kidder for John Erdmann, 
Linda Goldberg, Russell Gross, Venu Gupta, James Hall, Beth Herbine, Gerard Innocenti, 
Sally Knappenberger, Joseph Thomas for Kanchan Kumar, David Laubach, 
Kevin McCloskey, Jason McGhin, Carol Mapes, Albert Margolis, Richard Morrison, 
Lisa Norris, Elaine Reed, Mildred Reilley, Charles Roth, John Schellenberg, 
Brian Schneck, Judith Shea, Neil Shea, Jean Mae Smith, Judith Smith, Deborah Barlieb 
for Sandra Vidler, Samuel Westmoreland, John White. 
Absent: Joanne Cohen, Joseph Elias, Joseph Lippincott, U. Mae Reck, Renard Sacco, 
JoAnn Spencer, Michael Spencer, Barth Yeboah. 
Others in Attendance: Jason Bozzone, Allan Chasse, Christine Lattes, Bette Reagan. 
I. Announcements 
R. Crisson announced that Mae Reck will replace Randy Schaeffer as Senator at Large 
for the Fall 1996 Semester. 
R. Crisson announced that Judith Shea has been elected to replace Bette Reagan as 
APSCUF representative to the Senate. 
II. Approval of the Agenda 
R. Morrison moved, B. Herbine seconded, to approve the Agenda. The motion passed. 
Ill. Approval of the Minutes of September 12 and September 26, 1996 
M. Reilley moved, E. Beaven seconded, to approve the Minutes of September 12, 1996. 
The motion passed. 
G. Innocenti moved, E. Beaven seconded, to approve the Minutes of September 26, 1996. 
The motion passed. 
IV. Committee and Task Force Reports 
A. Committee on Committees 
M. Devlin announced that the newly formed Grade Appeal Board held its 
organizational meeting and that J. Cohen was elected chairperson of the Board. 
M. Devlin also announced that B. Cap has been elected chairperson of the 
Academic Standards and Policy Committee. 
B. Middle States 
S. Andelin reported that the self-study teams are presently in the data-gathering 
phase and that a progress report is due from all teams by October 15. 
V. Old Business 
A General Education Committee Composition 
A Chasse reported that colleges have until October 24 to provide feedback 
to the University Curriculum Committee regarding the General Education 
Committee composition. 
B. General Education Proposal 
J. Schellenberg moved, E. Beaven seconded, for the Senate to move to a 
committee of the whole in order to discuss the proposed General Education 
model. The motion passed. 
Among the items discussed: 
Section I. Basic Requirements 
There was further discussion about fulfilling the computer literacy requirement 
in alternative ways thereby freeing up three credits that could be used for 
general education electives; having a computer intensive course rather than 
a computer literacy course; and having the computer literacy course count as 
one credit rather than three credits. 
Section II. Humanities 
There was discussion as to whether the Language/Philosophy/Speech line 
includes English. In addition, the English Department submitted a position 
statement, adopted by the department on October 1, 1996, a copy of which 
is attached to the Minutes. 
Section Ill. Social Science 
There was concern expressed that the language of the grid sheet does not 
reflect the intent of the grid sheet, particularly in reference to global perspectives. 
There was also concern about the fact that Section Ill has no elective. 
Section IV. Natural Science and Math 
There was discussion about whether computer science courses are included in 
this section. There was also continued discussion about where courses would 
fit that have a certain prefix but because of the contents of the course, would 
fill the requirement of a different section (for example, Phi 340 has a Phi prefix 
and could be used in Section II ; however, the course would be more appropriate 
for Section IV. because it involves Math). 
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Section V. Electives 
It was noted that this section should allow as much flexibility as possible. However, 
it was pointed out that there may not be much flexibility if certain majors need to 
use this section to fulfill major requirements. 
VI. Adjournment 
djt 
B. Herbine moved, G. Innocenti to adjourn the meeting. The motion passed. 
R. Crisson reminded Senate members that discussion of the General Education proposal 
will be continued on Thursday, October 17 at 4:00 p.m. in Room 223 of the Student Union 
Building. 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:45 p.m. 
Lisa A. Norris, Secretary 
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To: The General Education Committee and the University faculty at large 
From:The English Department 
Date: October 1, 1996 
Re: Position Statement: Writing Intensive Courses 
The English Department strongly supports the inclusion of writing intensive 
courses in the CeneraJ Education core curriculum and questions the academic 
integrity of the current proposal which excludes them. The courses in question are 
not those offered by the English Department. Writing intensive courses are defined 
by multiple and various writing activities for learning the content of the disciplines 
and for improving the quality of written expression in general. Such courses are 
integral to Writing· Across the Curriculum programs which are not new initiatives 
or radical changes in pedagogy, but sound academic practices that have been in 
place in most universities for at least twenty years. In fact,_ writing intensive courses 
are the core components of academic curricula throughout American and around 
the world in countries following in the British University tradition. 
Writing intensive courses focus on the conventions of usage, the vocabulary, 
the genres, the format and the ways of thinking which are discipline specific. 
Presently only one writing course is required in the KU curriculum: Eng 001, 
English Composition. Unless writing skills are reinforced in other courses in the 
curriculum in some systematic way, it is unlikely that the writing of our students 
will improve. In fact, research points to a deterioration of writing skills in upper 
division classes without additional opportunities for on-going writing practice. 
Therefore, a general first year composition course must be followed-up by required 
writing intensive courses. With the current revision to the General Education 
Curriculum under discussion, we now have the opportunity as a faculty to see that 
this is done. 
Members of the English Department have engaged in a variety of activities 
over the years aimed at establishing a WAC program at Kutztown. These activities 
have induded worksnops .'lorfarulty and administrators, surveys, video 
conferences, presentations to colleges and departments and informal advice to 
interested faculty. Last year, the English Department adopted the Holt Brief 
Handbook for all of its first year students and recommended its adoption as a 
reference text to other departments. The English department was complimented by 
many in the university for this initiative. But we cannot do it alone. Although 
there is support among many faculty for the concept of WAC, the implementation 
of a program will require solid administrative support and the formal 
establishment of curricular requirements at the college and university level. The 
revision of the General Education curriculum provides the opportunity to make 
this decision. For these reasons, the English aepartrnent urges the General 
Education Committee to restore the writing intensive requirement to the General 
Education program. 
adopted by English Dept. 10/1/96 
